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The President. It worked. It took a few
years, but it worked finally. On my daughter’s
8th birthday, her grandmother’s present was
that she quit smoking.

Ms. Ellerbee. Mr. President, do you have
any final thoughts for kids on this issue?

The President. You young people cannot
believe the potential influence you can have.
You can ask adults the kind of hard questions
you asked me. You can encourage every adult
you care about and love to stop smoking. You
can make it so that the cool thing to do is
not to smoke instead of to smoke.

And you know, none of us are going to
live forever, but you have the choice to maxi-
mize, to increase the chances of your living
a long and full life. This is a choice you can
make. The smoking choice is a choice you
can make. It’s totally within your control.

And I just want to encourage you. I’ll do
what I can, but I want to encourage you to
do everything you can to get everybody you
know to remain smoke-free. I think that is—
that’s the answer. And you can do it. We can
change this country if we do it together.

NOTE: The President’s remarks were recorded at
12:10 p.m. on December 12 for broadcast at 8
p.m. on January 9. Linda Ellerbee is the host of
‘‘Nick News’’ on Nickelodeon.

Statement on the Death of
Ambassador M. Larry Lawrence
January 9, 1996

I was deeply saddened to learn of the
death today of our Ambassador to Switzer-
land, M. Larry Lawrence. Larry was a good
friend and a valued colleague who brought
his abundant energy and fresh vision to every
task he undertook. As Ambassador in Swit-
zerland, he was a tireless and effective advo-
cate of U.S. interests, especially the pro-
motion of U.S. exports and commercial ties.
Larry’s service to his country did not begin
with his diplomatic assignment. During
World War II, at the age of 18, he volun-
teered for the merchant marines. He was
wounded when his ship was sunk by enemy
torpedoes in arctic waters. Many years later,
Larry was decorated with the Medal of Valor
by the Government of the Russian Federa-
tion.

Larry’s civilian life showed the same cour-
age and resolve. As an entrepreneur, he re-
stored the Hotel del Coronado, one of the
west coast’s outstanding architectural land-
marks. Larry’s quiet philanthropy also
touched many lives. He believed passionately
in education for women; the scholarships he
endowed for minority women at the Univer-
sity of Arizona represent a lasting contribu-
tion. Hillary joins me in expressing our deep-
est sympathy to Larry’s wife, Shelia, and to
his children. We will miss him.

Statement on the Death of Former
Representative Mike Synar
January 9, 1996

Hillary and I were deeply saddened to
learn this morning of the death of former
Oklahoma Congressman Mike Synar. Mike
Synar was a brave and unflinching public
servant who in tough political times re-
mained true to his principles. He did not al-
ways do what was popular, but he always did
what he thought was right—for Oklahoma
and for America. Throughout his life, and es-
pecially during the past 6 months, Mike
Synar was a true profile in courage.

Hillary and I will miss him. Our thoughts
and prayers go out to his family and friends
at this difficult time.

Message to the House of
Representatives Returning Without
Approval the Personal Responsibility
and Work Opportunity Act of 1995
January 9, 1996

To the House of Representatives:
I am returning herewith without my ap-

proval H.R. 4, the ‘‘Personal Responsibility
and Work Opportunity Act of 1995.’’ In dis-
approving H.R. 4, I am nevertheless deter-
mined to keep working with the Congress
to enact real, bipartisan welfare reform. The
current welfare system is broken and must
be replaced, for the sake of the taxpayers who
pay for it and the people who are trapped
by it. But H.R. 4 does too little to move peo-
ple from welfare to work. It is burdened with
deep budget cuts and structural changes that
fall short of real reform. I urge the Congress
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to work with me in good faith to produce
a bipartisan welfare reform agreement that
is tough on work and responsibility, but not
tough on children and on parents who are
responsible and who want to work.

The Congress and the Administration are
engaged in serious negotiations toward a bal-
anced budget that is consistent with our pri-
orities—one of which is to ‘‘reform welfare,’’
as November’s agreement between Repub-
licans and Democrats made clear. Welfare
reform must be considered in the context of
other critical and related issues such as Med-
icaid and the Earned Income Tax Credit.
Americans know we have to reform the bro-
ken welfare system, but they also know that
welfare reform is about moving people from
welfare to work, not playing budget politics.

The Administration has and will continue
to set forth in detail our goals for reform and
our objections to this legislation. The Admin-
istration strongly supported the Senate
Democratic and House Democratic welfare
reform bills, which ensured that States would
have the resources and incentives to move
people from welfare to work and that chil-
dren would be protected. I strongly support
time limits, work requirements, the toughest
possible child support enforcement, and re-
quiring minor mothers to live at home as a
condition of assistance, and I am pleased that
these central elements of my approach have
been addressed in H.R. 4.

We remain ready at any moment to sit
down in good faith with Republicans and
Democrats in the Congress to work out an
acceptable welfare reform plan that is moti-
vated by the urgency of reform rather than
by a budget plan that is contrary to America’s
values. There is a bipartisan consensus
around the country on the fundamental ele-
ments of real welfare reform, and it would
be a tragedy for this Congress to squander
this historic opportunity to achieve it. It is
essential for the Congress to address short-
comings in the legislation in the following
areas:

• Work and Child Care: Welfare re-
form is first and foremost about work.
H.R. 4 weakens several important
work provisions that are vital to wel-
fare reform’s success. The final wel-
fare reform legislation should provide

sufficient child care to enable recipi-
ents to leave welfare for work; reward
States for placing people in jobs; re-
store the guarantee of health coverage
for poor families; require States to
maintain their stake in moving people
from welfare to work; and protect
States and families in the event of
economic downturn and population
growth. In addition, the Congress
should abandon efforts included in
the budget reconciliation bill that
would gut the Earned Income Tax
Credit, a powerful work incentive that
is enabling hundreds of thousands of
families to choose work over welfare.

• Deep Budget Cuts and Damaging
Structural Changes: H.R. 4 was de-
signed to meet an arbitrary budget
target rather than to achieve serious
reform. The legislation makes damag-
ing structural changes and deep
budget cuts that would fall hardest on
children and undermine States’ ability
to move people from welfare to work.
We should work together to balance
the budget and reform welfare, but
the Congress should not use the
words ‘‘welfare reform’’ as a cover to
violate the Nation’s values. Making
$60 billion in budget cuts and massive
structural changes in a variety of pro-
grams, including foster care and
adoption assistance, help for disabled
children, legal immigrants, food
stamps, and school lunch is not wel-
fare reform. The final welfare reform
legislation should reduce the mag-
nitude of these budget cuts and the
sweep of structural changes that have
little connection to the central goal of
work-based reform. We must demand
responsibility from young mothers
and young fathers, not penalize chil-
dren for their parents’ mistakes.

I am deeply committed to working with
the Congress to reach bipartisan agreement
on an acceptable welfare reform bill that ad-
dresses these and other concerns. We owe
it to the people who sent us here not to let
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this opportunity slip away by doing the wrong
thing or failing to act at all.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
January 9, 1996.

Remarks Prior to a Cabinet Meeting
and an Exchange With Reporters
January 10, 1996

The President. Hello, everybody. Is ev-
eryone in here? Well, first, let me say that
we’re having this Cabinet meeting to discuss
the present status of our budget negotiations
and where we are. As I have said all along,
I am for balancing the budget in 7 years, but
I want to protect the fundamental priorities
of the American people and the future of
the American people. We can balance a
budget in 7 years, according to the Congres-
sional Budget Office, without having dan-
gerously low levels of commitment to Medi-
care and Medicaid, without having big cuts
that undermine our commitments in edu-
cation and the environment, without raising
taxes on working families.

Now, that’s what the Congress said they
wanted. I’ve got this letter here from Con-
gress, a letter from Congress to the Speaker
saying that the budget we submitted in fact
balances the budget in 7 years. The dif-
ferences between these two budgets are now
clear. We do not want to fundamentally
change the commitment of the Medicare
program to the health care of seniors. We
do not want to fundamentally change the
commitment of the Medicaid program to
senior citizens, to poor children, to the dis-
abled. We do not want to adopt a level of
investment that makes it certain that we will
have to turn our backs on the needs of edu-
cation or the environment.

That is what this is all about. We can even
have a modest tax cut for the American peo-
ple, and for families especially, and balance
the budget in 7 years according to the Con-
gressional Budget Office. That’s what this let-
ter says. They agree now, so the only dif-
ferences left between us are ideological dif-
ferences.

And I said in the beginning, let me say
again: If the objective is to get a 7-year bal-

anced budget that Congress says is balanced,
we can do that. If the objective is to get a
modest tax cut, we can do that. If the objec-
tive is to dismantle the fundamental Amer-
ican commitments through Medicare and
Medicaid or to undermine our obligations in
education and the environment, I will not do
that.

That is basically where it is.

Budget Negotiations

Q. Mr. President, it seems like that what’s
being said here today and also with what’s
being said on Capitol Hill, that despite all
of the good will that was apparent here yes-
terday, this really was a breakdown in the
talks. You’re very far away, and it sounds like
you’re not getting any closer together in this
break.

The President. We’re not—we’re only
very far away if you turn this into—if you
insist on a tax cut which requires unaccept-
able levels of cuts in education and the envi-
ronment and Medicare and Medicaid or you
insist on fundamentally changing those pro-
grams in ways that will erode the protections
that Medicare and Medicaid now give to sen-
iors and to poor children and to disabled peo-
ple or you insist on cuts in education that
will cut back on scholarships or Head Start
or you insist on cuts which will really weaken
our ability to protect the environment. If
that’s the deal, it’s reconciling not only the
level of cuts—it’s not just the money here,
I want to emphasize that. It’s the policy.

The Republicans—if I might, let me just
take Medicare for an example, just for exam-
ple. The Republicans and I agree that there
should be changes in the Medicare program
to encourage more seniors to have more op-
tions to join managed care programs. And
we agree on a number of other provisions
that should be changed that will strengthen
Medicare and give more options to our senior
citizens.

I do not agree with changes that I think
will, in effect, break up Medicare and put
more and more seniors at the mercy of the
present private insurance system so that the
older and lower income and sicker you are,
the more at risk you are. I don’t want to do
that.
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